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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-46 are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 05/19/2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

3. As per remarks, Applicants' argued that (1) Sato fails to disclose or suggest the 
notifications are distinct from the communication action. 

4. As to point (1), Examiner respectfully disagrees. Sato discloses defining communication 
actions associated with a notification method and sending at least one communication action of 
the defined communication actions to a far-end party [ i.e. a data distribution process that 
performs by a conference host, in which the conference host performs a communication test 
using a packet of a small amount with all data requesters and distributes data to the data 
requester in the position to be the shortest time as the result of a communication test, and this 
data requester becomes a mirror of the data distributing source of the conference host ] [ Figure 
13; Abstract; col 10, lines 39-51; and col 10, lines 55-col 11, lines 7 ], and sending notifications 
in response to the at least one communication action to target devices [ i.e. the conference host 
informs or sends the IP address of the mirror data requester to all other data requesters ] [ col 10, 
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lines 51-54; and col 11, lines 7-10 ], wherein said notifications are distinct from said at least one 
communication action [ i.e. sending or informing the address of mirror data requester to all other 
data requesters is distinct from the distribution of data from the conference host to the data 
requester in the position to the shortest time as the result of a communication test ] [ col 2, lines 
43-52; and col 11, lines 1-10 ]. Therefore, the claims remain rejected and the claimed limitation 
as written, unpatentable over the cited prior art. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1,2,4,6,8, 11, 12, 15-17, 19, 23-26, 30, 31, 33, 35, 37, 38, 40, 42, 45 and 46 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Sato et al. [ US Patent No 7,167,898 ]. 

7. As per claim 1, Sato discloses the invention as claimed including a method comprising: 

defining at least one communication group and members of said groups in a personal 
communication device operable in a telecommunication network [ i.e. select peer machines to 
participate in the conference ] [ Figures 4, 6 and 7; col 6, lines 29-col 7, lines 5; and col 7, lines 
27-48 ], 
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defining communication actions associated with a notification method [ i.e. data 
distribution process ] [ Figures 13-15; and col 10, lines 27-54 ], 

sending at least one communication action of the defined communication actions to a far- 
end party by the personal communication device [ i.e. the conference host distributes data to the 
data requester in the position to be the shortest time ] [ Figure 13; and col 11, lines 1-7 ], 

identifying a communication group of said at least one communication group having the 
far-end party of the at least one communication action as a member [ S1-S4, Figure 13; and col 
10, lines 55-col 11, lines 1 ], and 

sending notifications in response to the at least one communication action to target 
devices, that have members that belong to said identified communication group [ i.e. after the 
distribution of data, remaining conferee peer machines are informed that the data distributed 
conferee peer machine is a mirror of the remaining conferee peer machines ] [ S5, Figure 13; 
Abstract; col 11, lines 7-10; and col 15, lines 33-35 ], wherein said notification are distinct from 
said at least one communication action [ i.e. sending or informing the address of mirror data 
requester to all other data requesters is distinct from the distribution of data from the conference 
host to the data requester in the position to the shortest time as the result of a communication test 
] [ col 2, lines 43-52; and col 1 1, lines 1-10 ]. 

8. As per claim 2, Sato discloses a step of constructing an address table of target devices 
from a plurality of communication group member lists, said lists comprising the far-end party of 
the communication action as a member [ i.e. plurality of addresses ] [ col 3, lines 31-36 ]. 
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9. As per claim 4, Sato discloses a step of receiving notification messages from other 
devices [ col 10, lines 60-63 ]. 

10. As per claim 6, Sato discloses a step of notifying said target devices on behalf of said far- 
end party [col 11, lines 7-10 ]. 

11. As per claim 8, Sato discloses wherein said identification of actions is based on a 
predefined list of communication actions triggering the sending of notifications [ i.e. algorithm 
for distributing data ] [ col 10, lines 39-54 ]. 

12. As per claim 11, Sato discloses wherein said notification is sent over a connection 
utilizing Internet Protocol, version 6 [ col 1, lines 18-22 ]. 

13. As per claim 12, Sato discloses wherein said communication action is one of the 
following: initiating a call, answering a call, sending a message, receiving a message, or reading 
a received message [ Figure 13; and col 10, lines 55-col 11, lines 34 ]. 

14. As per claim 15, Sato discloses a step of contacting a server for acquiring or updating 
communication group definitions [ col 1, lines 24-37; and col 8, lines 46-col 9, lines 26 ]. 
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15. As per claim 16, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1 . Furthermore, 
Sato discloses the associations of profiles with actions [ i.e. select application to be shared ] [ 
Figure 6; col 7, lines 27-48; and col 13, lines 37-54 ]. 

16. As per claim 17, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 2. 

17. As per claim 19, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 4. 

18. As per claim 23, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1 1 . 

19. As per claim 24, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 12. 

20. As per claim 25, Sato discloses wherein said action is accessing a service [ i.e. share 
application ] [ col 13, lines 22-37 ]. 

21 . As per claim 26, Sato discloses wherein said action is part of a procedure for accessing 
the Internet [ Figure 10; and col 8, lines 46-col 9, lines 25 ]. 

22. As per claim 30, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 15. 



23. 



As per claim 3 1 , it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1 . 
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24. As per claim 33, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 4. 

25. As per claim 35, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 6. 

26. As per claim 37, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 16. 

27. As per claim 38, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 2. 

28. As per claim 40, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 8. 

29. As per claim 42, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1 1 . 

30. As per claim 45, Sato discloses at least two devices arranged to communicate with each 
other [ Figures 1 and 2; and col 5, lines 60-col 6, lines 5 ]. 

31. As per claim 46, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

32. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

33. Claims 3, 5, 7, 9, 18, 20, 21, 27, 32, 34 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Sato et al. [ US Patent No 7,167,898 ], in view of Ozzie et al. [ US 
Patent No 6,640,241 ]. 

34. As per claim 3, Sato does not specifically disclose wherein each address appears not 
more than once in said constructed address table. Ozzie discloses wherein each address appears 
not more than once in said constructed address table [ i.e. unique address ] [ col 7, lines 61-64 ]. 
It would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teaching of Sato and Ozzie because the teaching of Ozzie would enable distributed 
computer-based system for coordinating and otherwise maintaining data pursuant to a distribute 
data model [ Ozzie, col 1, lines 25-28 ]. 

35. As per claim 5, Ozzie discloses wherein a user presence database stored in said personal 
communications device is updated based on received notification data [ col 18, lines 6-18 ]. 

36. As per claim 7, Ozzie discloses wherein said notifications comprise presence information 
of said far-end party [ i.e. presence mechanism ] [ Abstract; and col 15, lines 28-37 ]. 

37. As per claim 9, Ozzie discloses wherein said notifications comprise one of the following: 
sounds to be played by said target devices, textual information, or visual symbols associated 
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with said communication groups [ i.e. displaying the move on the chess board ] [col 15, lines 9- 
17]. 

38. As per claim 18, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 3. 

39. As per claim 20, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 5. 

40. As per claim 21, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 9. 

41 . As per claim 27, Ozzie discloses wherein said action is switching the user profile [ Figure 
5; and col 13, lines 9-37]. 

42. As per claim 32, Ozzie discloses associate said identified actions with at least one 
communication group by retrieving the communication group membership information of the 
far-end party involved in said action from the database stored in said personal communication 
device [ col 18, lines 6-18 ]. 

43. As per claim 34, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 5. 



44. As per claim 36, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 7. 
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45. Claims 10, 22, 39, and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sato et al. [ US Patent No 7,167,898 ], in view of Toth et al. [ US Patent Application No 
2005/0053068 ]. 

46. As per claim 10, Sato does not specifically disclose wherein said notification is short 
message service or multimedia messaging service message. Toth discloses wherein said 
notification is short message service or multimedia messaging service message [ paragraphs 
0048 and 0071 ]. It would have been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of Sato and Toth because Toth's teaching would provide an 
efficient utilization of scarce and expensive network resources in wireless networks [ Toth, 
paragraphs 0117-0121 ]. 

47. As per claim 22, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 10. 

48. As per claim 39, Sato does not specifically disclose which is a GSM or UMTS terminal. 
Toth discloses which is a GSM or UMTS terminal [ paragraphs 0014 and 0016 ]. It would have 
been obvious to a person skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teaching of Sato and Toth because Toth's teaching would provide an efficient utilization of 
scarce and expensive network resources in wireless networks [ Toth, paragraphs 0117-0121 ]. 



49. As per claim 4 1 , it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claim 10. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/60 1 ,28 1 
Art Unit: 2154 



Page 1 1 



50. Claims 13, 14, 28, 29, 43 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sato et al. [ US Patent No 7,167,898 ], in view of Denman et al. [ US Patent 
No 7,170,863 ]. 

51. As per claim 13, Sato does not specifically disclose a step of adding a new member to a 
communication group upon receiving a notification associated with the communication group 
from a person previously not belonging to said communication group. Denman discloses a step 
of adding a new member to a communication group upon receiving a notification associated 
with the communication group from a person previously not belonging to said communication 
group [ i.e. join group ] [ Figure 6; and col 16, lines 48-64 ]. It would have been obvious to a 
person skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Sato and 
Denman because Denman's teaching would allow to maintain and manage users for proper 
communication within user's group. 

52. As per claim 14, Sato does not specifically disclose step of removing at least one member 
from the communication group. Denman discloses step of removing at least one member from 
the communication group, which member has not been active for a predetermined time limit [ 
i.e. remove user ] [ Figure 9; and col 21, lines 21-62 ]. It would have been obvious to a person 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Sato and Denman 
because Denman's teaching would allow to maintain and manage users for proper 
communication within user's group. 
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53. As per claims 28 and 29, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 13 
and 14. 

54. As per claims 43 and 44, they are rejected for similar reasons as stated above in claims 13 
and 14. 

55. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dustin Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-3971 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on flex. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan Flynn can be reached at (571) 272-1915. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/Dustin Nguyen/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2154 



